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going abroad. Take the case of a person
from the State of Maryland, in the naval ser-
vice of the United States, I agree that as a
general thing, the law would not regard him
uas having lost his residence although he might
go the world over; but when he came back
he could vote here in Maryland. But if he
should go to some other part of the United
States and be stationed there, and should
there vote, then it would be wrong for him to
come here and vote. This section simply
provides for that case.

Mr. Sasps. ““No person in the naval or
military service of the United States, shall
be considered as having acquired a residence
to vote because he has been employed at any
barracks, torts, or naval station,’” &c. What
has been the custom here?

Mr. MitLer. We have had different cus-
toms at different times, just as the judges of
elections huppened to decide the one way or
the other, Sometimes the employees of the
goverument bave been admitted to vote,
sometiraes they have been rejected.

Mr. Sanps.  Wasit not the general prac-
tice in this town for them to be allowed to
vote?

Mr. Mitter. No, sir; those in the mlitary
or naval service of the United States have not
been, under general rules, allowed to vote
here. But when (he naval school was estub-
lished here, and officers came here to reside
permanently, although they were lodged
within the naval schiool baildings, they have
been allowed to vote,

Mr. Saxps. Suppose an officer came here
expecting to remain, subject of course to
removal, and was here a year, would the
gentleman exclude him from voting ?

Mr, MinLer. No, sir.

Mr. Sanps. Then it is a question of in-
tention of remaining?

Mi. Mivusk.,  Tiis sectivu suys thal the
mere fact of his being here, shall not be held
to give him a residence, unless he swears it
was his intention to take up his residence
here.

Mr, RipgeLy. Is not that the law now?

Mr. MictEr. No, sir. Under the present
constituiion we have time after time, had
squabbles at our polls about that very thing,
residence said to be the living at the poll.

Mr. Sanps. 1 want to ask another ques-
tion. That which is most objectionable in
this proposed scction is contained in the last
clause. Has it ever been held in Maryland
that a party even so unfortunate as to be de-
tained in & public prison, except for an in-
famous crime, was not entitled to vote?

Mr. MiLer. Marylanders have been un-
fortunate enough to be in Fort Lafayette,
Fort Warren, and other forts.

Mr. Sanps. Then after we have said in
this article, that those people who have
given aid and comfort to the enemy, should
not vote, the gentleman wants to allow them

to vote. I have never heard that the putting
aman in prison deprived him of the right
to vote. And I can only conceive thut this
last clause was intended for such cases as I
have alluded to.

Mr. MivLer. If the gentleman has that
objection to it, then I will offer it without the
last clause.

Mr. Saxps. I have the objection to it that
I urged against the first part of it.

Mr. SrockBripGE. There is no douabt that
leaving the State of Maryland without the
intention of remaining out of it, dues not de-
prive a person of the right to vote. A per-
son must change his residence with the in-
tention of remaining., Then there are the
persons resident here as professors in the
naval school, who come here because they
are ordered here by the government. Their
intention is to obey the orders of the gov-
ernment; they come with the expectition of
remaining ; but they can hardly say that
they have any intention about it one way or
the other. They bring their families here,
making it their home; expectinr it to be
their home, yet liable to be ortered away at
any time, and with the intention of going if
ordered. So that under the luw as it now
stands, a little difficaity or doubt might
arise on that point. 1 suppose if a person
moved here, and brought his family with
him and made it his home—came with the
expectation of remaining here, it would be
construed by the court as it he came here of
his own will, voluntarily. While the last
part of this section ouly declures and reiter-
ates what is now the law, it occurs to me
that the first part introduces a new element,
and might exclude those who otherwise
would be entitled to vote.

Mr. Berry, of Prince George’s. Itisvery
well knowu that any parties who come into
e Siate Of Maryiand, with tle purpose of
making their residence here, und remain
twelve months in the State, and six months
prior to the election in the district where they
offer to vote, will be entitled to vote, uo mat-
ter whence they come from. It is a question
of intention. If the person projoses to
make it a permanent residence, at the time he
comes here, and he becomes domiciliated
here, thep he becomes a citizen of the State
under our election laws, and would be enti-
tled to vote.

The amendment of the ventleman from
Anpe Arundel (Mr. Miller) is intended
to mect a particular set of circumstances
which may arise. I can illustraie it by
a circumstance which occurred at our
polls at the last election. A New York
company had been stgtioned at Bel'sville in
our county, for some six or eight months.
They then removed from Beltsville to our
town, where they remained six or eight
months, and then claimed the right to vote.
As a matter of course their right to vote was




